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Part I. 

Rejection(s) discussed: 



Claims discussed: 
1 and Wand 19 



Prior art documents discussed: 



Part II. 

SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW DESCRIBING THE GENERAL NATURE OF WHAT WAS DISCUSSED: 

See Continuation Sheet 



Part III. 

It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the interview in the Notice of Allowability. 
□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
did not result in resolution of all issues. A brief summary by the examiner appears in Part II above. 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: the 
Examiner proposed adding language to claims 1 and 10 establishing that the strut has at least a portion which 
overlaps the disc surface to better define over the prior art such as references that have aerodynamic air-strippers 
which could read on the claimed wing feature but don't have the wing feature supported by a strut which overlaps the 
disc to some degree. The examiner indicated that the structure he considered to correspond to the means plus 
function language of claim 19 would include such a strut feature. Applicant's Representative agreed to the proposed 
amendments. With entry of these amendments by Examiner's Amendment the application is in condition for allowance 
and prosecution is closed.. 



